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Sirs 

I have had an interview with the Supervising Arehitect and 
find that he has done nothing, nor even thought of any action, 
with reference to the enlargement of the mint at Philadelphia. 
I aim quite clear in my own mind from this conversation that no 
expectation should rest upon his efforts, or upon any action of 
the Secretary of the Treasury through hin. My own impres- 
-~sion igs that the initiative should be taken by the Philadelphia 


delegation in Congress and a specific appropriation asked from 
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Congress for the purpose. What the chances are for any such 


legislation I have no means of estimating. I am afraid, 
however, that little can be done in this direetion,-- certainly 
not through any initiative on the part of the Department or this 
Bureau. 

The point that I was anxious to reach through the supervis- 


-ing Architect was something like an estimate of eost for the 


improvement on the basis of my remarks in my last Report. His 


own bias, so far as I can aseertain it, seems to be against en- 
-larging buildings by raising them, and implies that that is the 


Seeretary Ss view. The initiative really seems to have 


been taken by myself in my Report, and I do not see how I can gO. 
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other means ean be found, if possible. — 
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NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 150 


[Abstract:] In reference to enlargement of Mint... 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint. 
Washington, D.C., 
February 4, 1888 


Sir: 


I have had an interview with the Supervising Architect and find that he has done nothing, 
nor even thought of any action, with reference to the enlargement of the mint at Philadelphia. I 
am quite clear in my own mind from this conversation that no expectation should rest upon his 
efforts, or upon any action of the Secretary of the Treasury through him. My own impression is 
that the initiative should be taken by the Philadelphia delegation in Congress and a specific 
appropriation asked from Congress from the purpose. What the chances are for any such 
legislation I have no means of estimating. I am afraid, however, that little can be done in this 
direction, -- certainly not through any initiative on the part of the Department or this Bureau. 


The point that I was anxious to reach through the Supervising Architect was something 
like an estimate of cost for the improvement on the basis of my remarks in my last Report. His 
own bias, so far as I can ascertain it, seems to be against enlarging buildings by raising them, and 
implies that that is the Secretary’s view. The initiative really seems to have been taken by myself 
in my Report, and I do not see how I can go farther into the matter at the present time. 


The Architect also says there is no possibility of his finding any money for the 
architectural improvement of the basement of the mint. I therefore asked him to return the papers 
to me, so that some other means can be found, if possible. 


Very respectfully, 
James P. Kimball 
Director of the Mint. 


Hon. Daniel M. Fox, 
Superintendent U.S. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


